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Subject: Meeting Summary: OU-7 Seep Water Treatment 

From: Kurt Muenohow 12/22/84 Q:08 AM 
To: Brandon Williamson at RFO-05 
00: Kevln Laos ’ 000063343 
cc: Frazer Laakhert at RFO-01 c---- J 

 TIME/^^: @ 1O:OO am on 12/21/94 in the east conference room a t  xnterlochen. 

m s t  DOE: ~urt: menchow, med wrdaaan; EGO: Treatment Facility; M. 
B r o u 8 a r d  & sta€f. 00-7; E. Mast & staff 

CcLMTm: Discussion of OW-7 treatment seegwatar treatment requirements. 
Diecu8eian of Mem ER:KM:12638 requiremwt for wi t ten  CanfinnatiOn of 
treatment acceptance by 1/20/95. 

 DISCUSS^^: ~ u r t  described zegu1atox-y pressures REI treatment reguirements 
(e.g. regulator comnehts on PAM, 12/8/94 PAM approval le t ter  fm regulators). 
Kurt ale0 described history of OU 7 interaction with sitewide treatment staff ,  
as -11 as attenpts to ‘get everyone in one roam. to w k  through the ~ B S U ~ .  

While Biscuesions touched on justification for the s i t d u e  facility, cost- 
benefit analysis, sitewide treatmet facility scoging, schedule, and cost; the 
Mia focus was on how to meet requirements for treatmnt of OU 7 seep water 
whenmer the seep collection system i s  cmpleted in  t h  to ~ypgort  the PAM. 

We discussed kay c-talactions for the EO&G respoxzee t o  ~~t:IcM:12638 m, 
specifically : 

(1) Discussion of the Bitewi.de treatment faC!ilit:y was not xxS0lVed at this 
meeting, as the 8pprapriake DOE peramrnel were not gresent- 
to  use Ou-1 facilitiee with a pre-filter system t o  remove iron, but this 
approach does not bear on the site-wide facility ism-. 
will be. required to  resolve sitewide issues. 

(2)  Per the memrandum from PME t o  ER, either W-7 or sitewide treatment 
facil i ty project must be scgxmorted by Q coet/bwfit analysis which supports 

Ou-7 may be able 

Segerate discussion 

the treatment uption presented. .* 

(3 )  
Williamson) for guidance on technical matit, scheaule hplaneatation, 
regulatory, an8 permitting issues. 
DOE v9BstB Inanag-t, q h e e r h g  (PME), and ESH (regulatory s u m r t )  in 
reviewing any t.+eatInent pmpaals Dresented by WQ. 

( 4 )  
memo which requites a treatment option be defined 
1/20/94. 
1 facility to remove iron. 

(5) 
regulators for review and comnent. 
requires presentation information to include (at a minirmrm): 
+Prefered treatment option description 
+Seegwater characterization data 
+Treatment option accatance criteria 
+Treatment c p t  ion CaRacity 

i’ui OU-7 PH, Kurt: is looking to the sitwide treatment facility PM ( S r e  

m is also relying on coordination with 

Kurt is aqxcting a written response to the 12/16/94, above-referenced 
#3bG t o  DOE prior to 

This rem- may include an opt ima t o  place grefiltration on the W- 

Kurt w i l l  be required to  present agreed-an treatment option to the 
In order to &e this presentation, Kurt 

&i ! .  
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+Treatrent option permitting requirement8 
+Treatment option regulatory r e g u i r a t s  (IM/ IRA?) 
+Schedule for treatment uption operations (acceptance date) 
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